-,¥> -Kv. ■uv,'»>i4i..c~ t tui 4’A'AC. .'.tovVmiJLUftUwS 



///^ ///r^ 


1 waa at this point whm you phoned last ni^t. ‘^nimediatoly thereafter, be Tore 
I could resume, I had a lon^ Conversation of which I *11 i*iforci you when tli;-ro ia tinn. 

I had no dlroct bearing on this« I came in the ndddle of what X wrote J iinn;y • u^cuiba 
Tho ?•$., which I started promptly# 

I*m sure you hunch that Bud is going to try to eon Jiii!SQr into agreeing kKsfore 
a coi'uaJLttoc 80 iiud can get aoiiio moi^c poraonal headlines# Tlie timing .^ilso would bu very 
bai» prexaature, if it were a good idea* I had to let Jimrror know of Conyere* views and 
in the attached letter yoQ*ll see he is explicit enough in rejecting the idea* 

I tried to handle this part as delicately as 1 could when I was tired and didn’t 
have time to t hink throu^ how to put it* Things are backing up on me* 1 do have to 
prepare for an entirely different kind of speech than I’ve ever made and Los will take 
Tuesday up* 

I’ve only hinted at it* perhaps too subtly, but I’m not getting riy energy back 
as fast as I’d hopoa* I seem to have reochud a plateau# Inevitably this means I'll not 
be abl. to spend as inuch time trying to reacrew his head on straight, much as I synpatbize 
with his peobleck'. and llmiiUrtions* His bullhe^deonsss can't dominate my life any more 
than Bud’s can* I am staying tired even with much more time in bed# It troubles ue* It 
also nieans I have to deuiae what not to do* 

Hy letter to Tim Ingram is also enclosed* As I said last ni^t, there is a big 
accumulation that I’ll hold until the 21at, when we’ll mt:et* Now I do wont to read 
Hhoads’ testimony for reasons you can’ti my experiences with him and Archives correspondence 
prior to your knowledge of it and some of the stuff I've obtained recently* I am sure I 
have Johnson's handwritten notes* I’m not sure they dispute the interrogatory answers 
but I belxeve they do* In a related connection, you cay want to recall thr 2052-73 
records on when the "national soouilty" and "investigatory files" materials in the 
transcripts *«ero first made available to any egonoy v.ith such interest* 

I included your suggestion about Les Whitten. You know that 1 would not do this 
when I oould have and you know it waa orinciplo that determined this. However, it %riU 
be entirely different in court* If they do not gives un copies of the transcript I think 
you you have to spell out what we can*t produce thc^ original of Hhoads’ testimony* And let 
them stand on their own feet for once# It will be polite, proper and who kno\;s -p rhapa 
even in&;truotive# What they did to us in their- "thoix?" - hvaring is outrageous, as in 
what they didn't do with ou ; r FOIA work, credit it, the nom* 

Tim ought to get the distinctioa between my principled refusal to get even for 
what he knows is b d treatment and my need to explain to a court why "best egldence," 
the transcript, is not provided* I draw the distinction between the prlndplod and the 
unprincipled and give hin/^Bsug the choice* If this gets into a court record, if we do 
not havo the transcript that is a public record, then news treatment would not be 4 
leak of the confide mtial* I’ll be for this and will be willing to do it* 

Floyd has Just come* I'll take the interrogatory answ<.rr. to read when I’m flying 
if I can't ge* to them soonwr* 


BtJst, 


